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ascertained and studied in this country at the present time. For
there is a set of pretentious busybodies, who on the strength of
having read a little Indian history, and imbibed a good deal of
the worst sort of Anglo-Indian prejudice, are posing as the sole
authorities on Indian subjects.
Among the resolutions adopted was one approving of the dis-
tribution and publication of a general address to the electors of the
United Kingdom on behalf of India. Another proposition, moved by
Dadabhai Naoroji, declared that the following candidates on ac-
count of their services and their publicly expressed opinions were
deserving of the support of the Indian people: The Marquis of
Harrington, Sir J. Phear, Captain Verney, and Messrs. John Bright,
J. Slagg, Lai Mohan Ghosh, William Digby, W. S. Blunt, S. Keay,
S. Laing and W. C. Plowden. The resolution further repudiated the
claims of Sir Richard Temple, Mr. J. M. Maclean, Sir Lewis Pelly,
Mr. A. S. Ayrton and Sir Roper Lethbridge to speak on behalf of the
people of India. How far the British elector was influenced by these
recommendations will be mentioned later on. That, however, was a
matter which did not trouble the mover of the proposition, who put
his case with characteristic energy and optimism. He was followed
by Pherozeshah, who made some noteworthy observations. Differing
from Mr. Tyabji, who thought they could appeal successfully to
both the great parties in England, and going a little beyond Dada-
bhai Naoroji, Pherozeshah was strongly in favour of Indian ques-
tions being made party questions. He urged that the time had come
when they must submit Indian problems to the keen and searching
criticism of party warfare. No doubt, the interests of India would
sometimes suffer in the process, but in the end "the intellect and
conscience of England would move, as it has always done in the long
run, in the path of true progress and beneficent reform/' The fal-
lacies and misrepresentations of their opponents would never be
effectively exposed till they were examined by the sharp and sifting
criticism of party warfare.
It may be said for this point of view that though it did not find
general favour at the time, and has often been since condemned in
certain quarters, its wisdom generally came to be recognized in later